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ON  THE  EARLY  CONNEXION  OF  THE  ANGLO-NORMAN 
FAMILIES  OF  STOKEPORT,  FITZ-ROGER, 
RANASTRE,  AND  GERNET. 


The  intricate  connexions  of  the  Barons  of  Stokeport  with  the 
lioiises  of  Montalt  and  Arderne  have  been  noticed  at  length  in 
the  Author’s  Miscellanea  Palatina,^  and  light  may  be  thrown 
on  those  of  the  ancient  Lancashire  houses  above-mentioned,  Fitz- 
Roger,  Banastre,  and  Gernet,  as  Avell  as  upon  that  of  the 
Stokeports  themselves,  by  adding  a few  remarks  from  Records,  as 
to  this  last-mentioned  family,  to  what  is  there  stated. 

In  the  History  of  Cheshire,  the  difficulties  and  confusion  mixed 
up  with  the  original  constitution  of  Stockport  Barony  itself,  as  well 
as  the  genealogy  of  its  Lords,  have  been  noticed ; and  it  was  stated, 
and  may  be  repeated  briefly,  as  to  the  Barony,  that  Stockport  first 
occurs  as  a mesne  Lordship  under  Dunham  Massey,  not  as  a hold- 
ing in  Capite  from  the  Earldom,  like  the  other  seven  Baronies. 

The  Despensers  are  there  stated  to  have  held  it  as  a subinfeud- 
ation, under  Dunham,  Robert  de  Stokeport  again  holding  under 
Despenser  at  this  early  period.  Its  later  privileges  are  a distinct 
point. 

With  respect  to  the  Stokeports  themselves,  Robert  de  Stoke- 
port, living  between  1189  and  1199,  and  the  first  owner  known  to 
have  used  the  local  name,  was  either  identical  with  or  hereditary  suc- 
cessor of  Robert  Fitz-Waltheof,  who  held  Brinnington,  Bredbury, 
and  Etchels,  in  the  time  of  Richard  I (under  confirmation  from  the 
third  Hamo  de  Masci  of  Dunham)  immediately  from  that  Barony, 
by  military  service  with  respect  to  Etchels,  and  as  to  the  rest 
by  tenure  of  providing  a sumpter  horse  in  Welsh  wars.  The  Stoke- 


1 See  Miscellanea  Palatina,  pp.  83  and  98  ; and  Parentalia,  pp.  88  and 
107.  The  Ardernes  descend  from  Stokeport  and  Warren,  through  Done 
and  Davenport  ; but  this  is  only  in  the  way  in  which  most  families  of 
the  Palatinates  reciprocate  descent,  and  not  representatively.  At  an 
earlier  period,  the  closeness  of  the  alliances  must  have  seemed  likely  to 
have  secured  succession  to  inheritance  by  Arderne. 
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ports  held  immediately  from  Dunham  also,  without  any  suhinfeud- 
ation,  and  were  therefore,  seemingly,  hereditary  successors  of  Fitz- 
Waltheof ; and  their  arms  resembled  those  of  several  dependants, 
and  of  some  collaterals,  of  the  house  of  Masci  of  Dunhamd 

Nothing  has  occurred  to  alter  this  view;  hut  evidences  have  ap- 
peared which  correct  Mr.  Watson’s  cited  opinion  as  to  the  identity  of 
Kobert  de  Stokeport  of  1189-99,  with  the  Robert  de  Stokeport  who 
died  in  1239,  which  was  cited  in  the  History  of  Cheshire  expressly 
on  Watson’s  authority.  It  is  now  clear,  from  Records  then  inac- 
cessible, that  the  Robert  of  1199  was  deceased  in  1206,  and  that 
the  Robert  whose  Inquisition  was  taken  in  1239  was  his  successor, 
and  evidently  son  of  him  by  his  wife  Matilda;  since  Robert  de 
Stokeport  (son  of  this  second  Robert)  was  returned  co-heir,  in 
1252,  to  the  hereditary  estates  of  Quenilda  Lady  Gernet,  sister  of 
Matilda  Banastre,  who  was  wife  of  this  frst  Robert,  and  grand- 
mother of  the  said  co-heir.  The  information  gained  by  tracing  this 
connexion  with  Banastre,  not  only  illustrates  collaterally  the  an- 
cient families  above-mentioned,  but  does  something  towards  ex- 
plaining the  descent  of  the  Lancashire  manor  of  Woodplumpton, 
which  has  been  considered  the  most  ancient  inheritance  of  the 
Stokeports. 

The  clearest  course  will  be  to  explain  the  points  illustrative  of 
the  Stokeport  descent  first,  and  then  to  subjoin  what  relates  to  this 
their  ancient  inheritance,  and  to  their  connexions,  previously  much 
confused,  with  Gernet,  Fitz-Roger,  and  Banastre. 


DE  STOKEPORT. 

Sm  Robert  de  Stokeport,  first  of  that  local  name,  and  either 
identical  with,  or  immediate  successor  to,  Robert  Fitz-Waltheof 
(which  point  may  be  left  open,  as  it  is  left  in  the  History  of  Cheshire) 
occurs  between  1189  and  1199,  as  a witness  to  the  Foundation 
Charter  of  Lytham  Priory,*  founded  by  his  father-in-law,  Richard 
Fitz-Roger.  Among  other  witnessess,  occur  William  de  Mulhiim 
or  Milium  (his  brother-in-law),  and  the  contemporary  founder  of 
Burscough  Abbey,  Robert  Fitz-Henry  of  Lathom. 

In  1199,^  he  occurs  along  with  the  said  Richard  Fitz-Roger 


’ See  Hist.  Chesh.  iii,  384,  386,  398,  399  ; and  i,  p.  xxviii. 

^ Bug-dale’s  Mon.  Ang.  iv,  281. 

^ Curia  Regis,  i,  p.  359.  The  name  is  printed  Stock  as  a contraction 
of  Stoeford. 
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and  Margaret  his  wife,  then  claiming  privileges  as  senior  co- 
heir of  Thurstan  Banastre,  against  her  sister  Matilda.  In  1201, 
King  John  confirms  patrimonial  lands  to  Matilda,  daughter  of 
Bichard  Fitz-Roger  (named  as  wife  of  Robert  de  Stokeport),  and 
to  her  four  sisters ; ^ and  in  the  same  year  Robert  de  Stokeport 
renders  cc  marks  and  v palfreys  to  the  King,  for  custody  of  lands 
of  his  wife  and  her  three  unmarried  sisters,  and  license  for  his  mother- 
in-law  (then  widow  of  Richard  Fitz-Roger)  not  being  compelled 
to  remarry.”  He  was  surviving  in  3 Johan.  [Hot.  Ccmcellarii,  p. 
116)  when  he  accounted  for  a hundred  shillings  and  one  palfrey 
for  Royal  confirmation  of  the  Charter  of  Lithum,  made  by  the  King, 
when  Earl,  to  Richard  Fitz-Roger,  compounding  also  for  other  Con- 
firmations, and  was  seemingly  deceased  in  1205,  when  a writ  respect- 
ing the  marriage  of  his  sister-in-law,  Margaret  Banastre,  of  whom 
he  was  guardian,  is  addressed  to  her  sister  Matilda  de  Stokeporte. 
He  was  certainly  deceased  in  1206,  when  his  widow  Matilda  (named 
De  Stokeporte  in  lesta  de  Neville,  but  by  her  mother’s  maiden 
name  of  Banastre  in  the  Fine  RolP)  compounds  for  not  being  com- 
pelled to  remarry. 

II.  Sir  Robert  de  Stokeport,  son  and  heir  of  Robert  and  Ma- 
tilda, only  requires  notice  beyond  what  has  been  mentioned  in  the 
Historij  of  Cheshire,  for  the  purpose  of  distinguishing  him  (the  sub- 
ject of  the  Inquisition  of  1239,  23  Henry  HI)  from  the  Robert  his 
father,  who  died  in  1206,  and  from  his  son  Robert,  living  36  Henry 
HI,  which  may  be  done  as  follows  : — 

The  first  Robert  has  been  shewn  to  have  left  his  wife  Matilda 
surviving ; the  second  Robert  died  before  his  wife  Roesia,  which 
proves  them  to  have  been  two  distinct  generations.  Roesia  mar- 
ried, to  her  second  husband,  Alexander  Bamville  of  Storeton  in 
Wirral,  having  dower,  as  widow  of  Robert  de  Stokeport,  settled  on 
the  manors  of  Echels,  Stokeport,  Bredburi,  Romilegh,  Wernet,  and 
Hatreslegh ; and,  by  deed  enrolled  in  the  Cheshire  Domesday 
between  1274  and  1282,^  which  recites  this,  they  jointly  released 
their  interest  to  Richard  de  Stokeport. 

‘‘Robert  de  Stokeport,  son  of  Robert”  (the  father  of  this 
Richard),  was  found  co-heir  by  Inquisition  of  36  Henry  III,  to 
Quenilda  Lady  Gernet,  sister  of  Matilda  wife  and  widow  of  the  first 


' Rot.  Cart.  p.  90  b.  • Rot.  de  Oblatis  Memb.  9. 

" Testa  de  Neville  (805),  Rot.  de  Obi.  et  Fin.  353, 

^ See  abstracts  of  Domesday  Charters,  No.  58. 
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Robert,  and  therefore  his  descent  from  the  husband  of  Matilda  is 
clear.  The  distinctness  of  the  father  of  this  co-heir  from  Robert, 
the  husband  of  Matilda,  has  been  proved  by  the  extract  from  the 
Domesday  Roll,  shewing  this  co-heir’s  father  to  have  married  Roesia. 

III.  Sir  Robert  de  Stokeport,  grantee  of  Marple  andWybres- 
legh  from  Earl  Ranulph  III  in  his  father’s  lifetime,^  son  of  Robert  and 
Roesea,  and  grandson  of  Robert  and  Matilda,  only  requires  notice 
here,  from  being  found  co-heir  with  Ralph  dc  Bethum  to  his  great- 
aunt,  Quenilda  I^ady  Gernet  (younger  sister  of  Matilda),  by  Inqui- 
sition p.  m.  36  Henry  III,  1252,  as  before  mentioned. 

In  these  two  co-]ieirs  the  representation  of  Fitz-Roger  and  of 
this  branch  of  Banastre  vested,  and  they  did  homage  together, 
and  had  warrant  for  seisin  in  the  same  year.^ 


FITZ-ROGER  AND  BANASTRE. 

So  far  with  respect  to  illustration  of  the  Stokeport  descent, 
from  the  evidences  of  Fitz-Roger  and  Banastre  in  Records. 
The  same,  examined  with  respect  to  the  families  last-mentioned, 
represented  by  Stokeport  in  female  line,  illustrate,  as  previously 
stated,  the  early  descent  of  the  manor  of  Woodplumpton  to  the 
Stokeports,  alleged  to  be  derived  through  Richard  Fitz-Roger, 
the  Founder  of  Lytiiom  Priory*,  from  the  Baronial  House  of 
Bussel  of  Penwortham. 

Of  this  Founder’s  descent  nothing  certain  is  clear,  beyond  what 
his  patronymic,  Fitz-Roger,  proves.  Vernon  (Hark  MS.  1987), 
amidst  much  error,  is  perhaps  right  in  making  him  a Banastre. 

^ This  Robert  de  Stokeport  gave  these  manors  to  William  Vernon,  the 
husband  of  his  sister  Margaret,  supposed  to  be  Sir  William,  afterwards 
Justiciary.  See  Miscell.  Palatina,  p.  104,  Hist.  Chesh.  iii,  386,406.  Bur- 
ton records  the  gift  of  the  manor  of  Little  Appleby  in  Leicestershire, 
and  of  the  advowson  of  Great  Appleby,  by  Robert  de  Stokeport,  to  the 
same  William  Vernon  (Watson’s  Warren,  ii,  p.  199  ; and  Hist.  Chesh. 
iii,  384,  386).  This  Appleby  was  the  property  of  Matilda  de  Stokeport 
or  Banastre,  either  from  father  or  mother,  as  she  fined  for  recognizance 
of  novel  disseisin  therein,  1206. — Rot.  de  Obi.  et  Fin.  348. 

With  Sir  Richard  de  Stokeport,  son  of  this  last  Sir  Robert,  the  direct 
male  line  of  these  local  Barons  ended  ; and  from  his  daughter  Jane,  suc- 
cessively wife  of  Sir  Nicolas  de  Eton  and  Sir  John  de  Arderne,  came  the 
Warrens  of  Poynton. 

^ Excerpt,  e Rot.  Fin.  ii,  p.  133. 
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This  v/ould  at  least  account  for  intermixtures  of  property ; and  his 
daughter  Matilda’s  assumption  of  that  name  after  the  death  of  her 
husband,  would  be  more  easily  accounted  for,  than  by  regard  to 
maternal  descent.  His  Foundation  Charter  of  Lytham,  in  the 
Monasticon,  contains  much  that  might  be  matter  of  deep  inves- 
tigation.^ 

Burns* *  affirms  him  to  have  held  Woodplumpton  ; and  Lucas  (as 
cited  by  Watson,  History  of  Warren,  ii,  108)  states  him  to  have 
inherited  it  from  the  marriage  of  his  alleged  father,  Roger  Fitz- 
Richard,  with  an  unidentified  daughter  of  Warin  Bussel,  Baron  of 
Penwortham.  Of  this,  documentary  evidence  has  not  occurred  f 
but  Records  supply  ample  proof  of  the  mode  in  which  representa- 
tion of  this  Founder,  and  of  his  wife  Margaret,  descended  from 
them  to  Stokeport. 

The  Charter  of  Fitz-Roger,  granting  Lytham  to  the  monks  of 
Durham,  between  1189  and  1199,  states  the  assent  of  his  wife 
Margaret  to  his  donations.  She  was  eldest  daughter  and  co-heir 
of  Thurstan  Banastre,  and  litigated  her  rights  as  such  (enescia) 
with  her  younger  sister  Matilda,  in  1199  and  1204.^  (Rotuli  Cur. 

* For  instance,  the  description  of  the  shore,  sea,  and  estuary,  the  mosses, 
the  marsh,  with  its  islands,  the  church  of  the  vill  of  Lytham  (of  which 
Dr.  Whitaker  doubts  the  reality,  from  non-occurrence  of  the  appropria- 
tion deed  and  vicarial  endowment)  and  the  “ F oss  of  the  Cemetery  of 
/L7grimol”,  where  Fitz-Roger,  the  Founder,  mentions  his  having  erected 
a Cross.  The  name  and  locality  of  this  ancient  cemetery  seem  to  point 
to  some  antecedent  cell  of  devotees  of  the  Irish  or  Culdee  sect,  who  had 
settlements  on  the  Welsh  coast,  in  Bardsey,  and  the  north-western  coast 
of  England.  For  the  import  of  Kil,  in  composition,  still  preserved  in 
the  name  of  Kellamergh,  near  Ly thorn,  see  Jamieson’s  History  of 
the  Culdees,  p.  355  ; and  for  an  account  of  another  seeming  settle- 
ment, refer  to  Heysham,  with  its  Chapel  of  St.  Patric,  ancient  cemetery, 
traditional  processions,  and  existing  remains,  in  the  Riclimondshire  of 
Dr.  Whitaker,  who  claims  for  it  the  highest  Saxon  anticpiity,  but  does 
not  go  further. 

• History  of  Westmorland,  p.  616.  He  and  Lucas  both  write  Dunstan 
Banastre,  instead  of  Thurstan. 

^ The  Testa  de  Neville  gives  six  daughters  of  Warin  Bussel,  three 
endowed  by  their  father,  and  three  by  their  brother  Richard,  but  not  this 
marriage  ; in  no  way,  however,  disproving  it. 

‘ An  interesting  memoir  on  the  Banastres  of  Lancashire  will  be 
found  in  the  Archceologia  Cambrensis,  i,  p.  334.  They  are  alleged  to 
have  been  settled  in  Prestatyn,  in  right  of  Norman  Conquest,  in  the  time 
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Reg.)  She  was  a widow  in  1201,  as  by  the  license  granted  to 
Robert  de  Stokeport  above-mentioned,  stating  composition  with 
the  Crown  respecting  rights  of  again  giving  her  in  marriage. 

The  issue  of  this  marriage  were  as  follows  : — 

1.  Matilda,^  wife  of  Robert  de  Stokeport  before-mentioned. 

2.  Margaret,  unmarried  1201,  and  eldest  unmarried  co-heir  in  1205, 
when  her  marriage  was  purchased  by  IIugu  de  Moreton. 

3.  Avicia,  wife  of  William  de  Mulhum,  1201. 

4.  Quenilda,  unmarried  in  1201,  mentioned  hereafter. 

5.  Amuria,  named  as  fifth,  and  as  unmarried  in  1201,  afterwards 
wife  of  Thomas  de  Bethum,  with  whom  she  fines  for  her  share  of 
paternal  inheritance  in  1206,  7 Johan. 

The  marriage  of  Quexilda  Bats^astre,  the  fourth  of  these 
daughters,  was  the  subject  of  feudal  disputes  between  the  king, 
from  whom  she  held  land  in  farm,  and  the  Earl  of  Chester,  of 
whom  she  was  military  tenant;  and  her  marriage  with  Sir  Roger 


of  the  Conqueror  ; and  their  clan  were  expelled  from  Wales  in  the 
twelfth  century,  and  lied  to  Lancashire,  where,  as  appears  by  a curious 
petition  preserved  in  the  Parliament  Rolls,  they  were  known  by  the  name 
of  Les  Westroys.  (Petitions  6 Edward  I,  No.  6.) 

Thurstan  Banastre  (the  Lancashire  chief  of  this  family,  husband  of 
Cecilia,  afterwards  wife  of  Richard  de  Montalt,  and  grandfather  of  this 
petitioner,  was  clearly  distinct  from  the  Thurstan  here  mentioned,  who  was 
deceased  in  or  before  1199,  the  former  being  surviving  in  1213.  There 
was  also  a Thurstan  Banastre  named  in  an  Inquisition  of  1212  (Testa  de 
Neville,  817)  as  being  then  tenant  of  lands  in  Stanedis  and  Lange^o?2, 
(Langtre)  granted  in  marriage  by  Warin  Bussel  of  Penwortham,  with  a 
daughter,  to  Richard  Spileman.  This  last  Thurstan  is  not  likely  to  have 
been  the  chieftain,  and  could  not  have  been  the  other  Thurstan,  father- 
in-laiv  of  Eitz-Roger,  if  living  at  this  last  date. 

It  may  be  added,  though  rather  beyond  the  bounds  of  this  me- 
moir, that  Matilda  Banastre,  the  younger  daughter  of  Thurstan,  liti- 
gant with  Fitz-Roger,  her  sister  Margaret,  and  Robert  de  Stokeport,  in 
1199  and  afterwards,  has  been  considered  to  be  Matilda,  daughter  of 
Thurstan  Banastre,  stated  by  Collins  (Peerage,  vol.  iii,  p.  2,  edit.  1768) 
to  have  married  — Cumin,  and  afterwards  to  have  been  first  wife  of 
William  de  Hastings,  who  died  1165.  If  so ^ of  course,  divorced. 

1 The  confusion  in  Baines,  iv,  p.  51,  on  the  subject  of  the  co-heirs  is 
here  mentioned,  lest  the  writer  should  appear  ignorant  of  what  is  so 
contrary  to  his  own  extracts  from  Records.  All  the  daughters  are  named 
in  Rot.  Cart.  2 Johan  (p.90,  col.  2)  ; and  later  marriages  of  Margaret  and 
Amuria  in  Rot.  de  Obi.  et  Fin.  pp.  325,  353,  and  of  Quenilda  as  above. 
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Gernet,  under  grant  from  the  Earl  Palatine,  led  to  a seizure  of  his 
lands  by  the  king.  (Testa  de  Nevill,  401.)  On  certificate  of  her 
husband’s  services  to  King  John,  made  by  the  Earl  of  Chester,  the 
estates  were  restored.  (Rot.  Lit.  claus.  7,  Hen.  Ill,  Memb.  29.) 

These,  as  shewn  by  her  Inq.  p.m.  36  Hen.  HI,  were  in  Brunigg, 
Claughton,  Newsham,  Carleton,  Whittington,  Bretherton,  Ashton, 
Bootle,  Kirkby,  and  Formby,  in  which  last  another  Queyiilda  (de 
Kirkdale)  held  lands,  and  has  been  confounded  with  her,  even  in 
Vernon’s  pedigrees.^  Her  own  co-heirs,  Stokeport  and  Bethum 
have  been  stated. 


GERNET  OF  HALTON. 

Afteu  this  notice  of  the  representation  of  Fitz-Roger  and 
Banastre  by  Stokeport,  a few  lines  may  be  given  to  the  ancient 
house  of  Geunet,  whose  estates,  joined  for  a time  with  those  of 
Quenilda  Banastre,  separated  from  them  after  her  death  without 
issue. 

Sir  Roger  Gernet  of  Haeton,  the  husband  of  this  lady,  was 
Hereditary  Forester  of  Lancashire  in  fee,  and  held  by  serjeanty,  in 
right  of  that  office  (partly  from  the  crown,  and  partly  from  the 
house  of  Lancaster),  a forge  within  the  forest,  the  lands  and  ad- 
vowson  of  Halton,  lands  in  Lee,  Burgh,  and  Fishwic,  a fishery  in 
the  Ribble  there ; the  advowson  of  Prescot,  and  lands  in  Eccleston, 
Whiston,  and  paramount  rights  in  Speke. “ He  was  male  repre- 
sentative of  a Norman  family  (of  which  one  heiress  had  married,  at 
an  early  period,  into  the  house  of  Molyneux),^  being  the  younger 

1 The  other  Quenilda  was  wife  of  Richard  Fitz-Roger,  clearly  distinct 
from  the  Richard  Fitz-Roger,  Founder  of  Ly thorn  Priory,  who  Avas 
father-in-law  of  Matilda  de  Stokeport,  as  both  the  Richards  died  before 
their  several  wives.  She  was  daughter  and  heir  of  Roger  de  Kirkdale, 
grantee  from  William  Fitz-Norman  of  lands  acquired  by  his  father 
Norman,  from  Warin  Bussel,  Baron  of  Penwortham ; and  had  two 
daughters,  joint  tenants  of  lands  held  (under  her  in  widowhood)  by  the 
service  of  carrying  the  King’s  treasure  through  part  of  Lancashire.  For 
her,  her  connexions,  and  estates  in  Kirkdale  and  Formby,  see  Rot.  de 
Obi.  p.  129  ; Rot.  Cancellar.  118  ; Testa  de  Neville,  665,  666,  815,  816, 
817,  841. 

2 Inquisition  p.m.  36  Henry  HI,  Tower  Records. 

From  Avhom  the  manor  of  Speke,  originally  held  by  Gernet,  ultimately 
passed  through  Erneys  to  Norres.  See  Memoir  on  Norres,  p.  19. 
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son  of  Vivian  Gernct,  and  brother  and  heir  of  William  Gernet, 
whose  widow,  Cecilia,  was  married  to  Ilamo  de  Masci,  as  second 
husband  (Testa  de  Nevill),  and  held  one-third  of  the  above  in  dower 
in  36  Hen.  III.  By  Quenilda  Banastre  he  left  no  issue,  as  her 
cousins,  Stokepokt  and  Bethum,  were  her  heirs.  His  own  son, 
by  another  marriage,  Benedict  Gernet  (heir,  and  of  full  age,  as  by 
Inq.  36  Hen.  HI)  did  homage  in  the  same  year;  and  Jane,  sister 
of  a Benedict  Gernet,  afterwards  carried  these  estates  into  the 
Dacre  family.  (Dugd.  Bar.,  ii,  p.  22.)  The  duties  and  powers 
of  his  ancestral  office  were  probably  analogous  to  those  of  the 
Cheshire  Foresters  of  Delamere  and  Macclesfield  ; but  the  Foresta 
de  Lancaster”  was  much  more  extensive,  and  swept  over  all  the 
forest  lands  intermixed  with  the  several  hundreds,  as  may  be  seen 
by  a perambulation  of  12  Hen.  HI  (printed  by  Baines),  preserved 
in  the  Lansdowne  MSS.,  and  recommending  deafForestation  of 
many  of  the  sylvan  districts  therein  specified. 
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Warren  of  Poynton,  Dacre, 

Heir-general  of  Eton  and  Stoic efort,  Heir-general  of  Gernet. 
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